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: , ECUCATIONAL EXFERIMENTS, #FRENCH, *LANGUAGE INSTRUCTICN,

1 ’ ROMANCE LANGUAGES, INTENSIVE LANGUAGE COURSES, LANGUAGE

} FROFICIENCY, COLLEGE LANGUAGE FROGRAMS, *MCDERN LANGUAGES,
LOS ANGELES CITY COLLEGE, CALIFORNIA, .

] THIS EXFERIMENT TESTS CERTAIN INNOVATIONS IN THE
FRESENTATION OF A FRENCH COURSE. THE COURSE COVERED, IN ONE
SEMESTER, THE MATERIAL NORMALLY GIVEN IN TWO, AND WAS
INTENDEC TO IMPROVE THE STUBENTS® FRCFICIENCY BY INTENSIVE
CONTACT AND STILL MAINTAIN THE STAMDARDS OF FORMAL EXFRESSICN
AN GRAMMAR. IT WAS GIVEN TWO SUCCESSIVE HOURS FER DAY FOR
FIVE CAYS A WEEK TC REDUCE OUTSIDE INTERRUPTIONS. EIGHT UNITS
OF CREDIT WERE GIVEN (NO FARTIALS; EVEN FOR HALF THE COURSE).
THE CLASS WAS DESIGNED SFECIFICALLY FOR STUDENTS WITH A

:  SPECIAL INTEREST IN THE LANGUAGE, NOT FOR THOSE NEECING ONLY ;

J : THE REGULAR FROGRAM. THE STUCENTS VARIED FROM SOME WITH NO é

4 KNOWLEDGE CF FRENCH TO OTHERS WITH CONSIDERABLE BACKGROUND IN ?

4 ! IT. THIS HETEROGENEITY, PLUS DEFICIENCIES IN THE LANGUAGE i
LABORATORY ANC AN INADEQUATE TEXT, PROBUCEC SOME MINCR

CIFFICULTIES. TWO INSTRUCTORS CONDUCTEC THE CLASSES, ALTHOUGH
THIS TOOK MUCH EXTRACURRICULAR COORCINATION AND FLANNING. THE
COURSE WAS EVALUATED BY TEACHER CBSERVATION AND ANALYSIS, BY
ORAL AND WRITTEN TESTS OF STUDENT PERFORMANCE, AND BY A

! - SPECIAL STUCENT EVALUATION. COMPFARISON OF TEST SCORES OF THE
: EXFERIMENTAL GROUF AND THE SUCCESSIVE-SEMESTER GRCUP SHOWED

5 - THE GREATER EFFECTIVENESS OF THE NEW SYSTEM. THE STUDENT

i EVALUATION SHOWEC AFFRECIATION OF THE VARIETY PROVIBED BY THE
TEAM TEACHING, OF THE CARE SHOWN IN LESSON PREFARATION, AND
OF THE INTENSIVE METHOD OF PRESENTATION. (HH)
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| U.S. DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATION & WELFARE
OFFICE OF EDUCATION

' THIS DOCUMENT HAS BEEN REPRODUCED EXACTLY AS RECE!VED FROM THE
PERSON OR ORGANIZATION ORIGINATING IT. POINTS OF VIEW OR OPINIONS
STATED DO NOT NECESSARILY REPRESENT OFFICIAL OFFICE OF EDUCAT!ON

POSITION OR POLICY.
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EVALUATTION

OF EXPERIMENTAL COURSE (FRENCH 20} 3
The students in the class, in their evaluztions, said that the
diversity of background was bothersome at firsh, but that subsequently
it gave a scope and breadth %o the class which might otherwise have
becn impossible, In addition Yo this cboervation is the sgtatistical
fact that the top three students in the class at the end of the
semester were those who had had no previous French,

The drop~out rate of the class was about normal, The class began
with L2 stodonts. At the end of the samester, thore weye 23, bub
of the Droo-cuts, nine had rsclassified o a French 1 clasg bocause
they felt that they conld not spave the time which was recuired for
class preparation of the intensive course, Some of them worked,

aomz of them had schedules which were toc heavy. Only four transferred
because they feli that they wonld do poorly in the Experimental

Conrae, Of these four, it was evident to the professors of the
Experimental Courss sud o the prafesscy into whose French 1 thsy
rransferred that two would quite probadbly have been gble b0 achieve

R o 4 -
the ~ime leve) of performancs im French 20 az they did in French 1.

Tn other wowrds, twe pooplie tramsferred becauss they had no confidsnca.

B. Team=Teaching and Pianaing

1.

2, The students sugge

sngs e

The clags uas conducted by tws wrofessors, Wadia Wilson and

Ronald Farrar. The reaction to the btesm-beaching approach {vy

the students) wes overwielmingly favorabls and vergiag on the
enthusiastic. The students cited the experience of two different
personalities, approachss, accents, amd inter-achion as being

of special valune and desirability. Thsy also eited the necessliy
for the two beachers to mesh their teaching sowewhat more clossly
and to integrate the planning betier--a ' defect which the professonrs
in gquestion had always recogalsed bub had heen uneble to ameliorate
becauge of the heavy preparation and teaching load with which

each had 4o cope, and becanse of additlonal vrofegsional. duties

and responzdbilities. It is to be highly recormendad bere thab
comz means be devised to grant the %tesm the opporiunily fao some
additional time o prepare the coures work--eithsy by a lapsed=-tins
arvangement or by some feat of scheduling which permits them to
consult daily. That the courss was a suceess in gpite of thesz
Fifficultles redounds o the credit of the professors in charge
who put in many extra-curricular hours bafore the semester began

't

and during the course of it.

ed that the veaw~teaching appreach was also
vhere was a man and 2 woman., They indicatsd
saped the tedium which could have baen pceagionad

et
I:'} o

successful bacaus
that the ¢lass es

by the two houre daily through the changs in teachser personalities
and the concomitant change in the reaction of the students, The

professors of the experimenteld class racommend highly the conbtirmance

of this approach.
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EVALUATION OF RXPERIMENTAYL, CLASS (FRENCH 20) L

C.

D

Insttructional Approach and Courss Contemt

1. The inetructional apprad) adopted was audio-lingual 3 12 lznard.
L YR ] o
The sexbt, howsver, was the De Sauzé, Novveau Cours Pratique da
Frencais, AL the time of text selection, Lv WaS 164G DY M. serray

(3

That an sxnorinental course should hove ssfew nncoatrolled vardables

-

ag possible, The major variable was, of course, the new clags ang
the nscessibty for fesling onz's way along. To add to this ancther
variable such as & new book {the other ¥rench classes at LACC
had just adopted the Isnard book) was deemsd unwise., The De Sanzé
.. had been nsed for mutber of yesrs and while it was noticeably
deficient in some areas and alsc had presentotional defects, it
was felt that at least it was a known evil., The Lenard text is
veing need with this serester's French 20 and t"e experience of
the two professors is that it is for essler Yo work with than the
Ne Savzd and probably would have besn less trouvble last semester
even though it was new abt thalt time. The professors find that

Fas

ths Ienard toxh scems to lend itself wery ably to the experimental
course and twovides a sequence guite compstible with that undertaken

in the c¢lass,

9. The conversaticnal zpnroach zdopted by the two professors lagt
somester was eminently satisfactory and the ¢laes respoinse was
enthusisstic. By the end of the third week, students were able
to carry ou corwersations with each obthewy that involved talk
sbheut their homes--its rooms, colors, funchiecms, ste., Tamily,
age, health, time, nunbers up o fifyy (rathematical problems
of addition, subtraction, division, mlbiplication), date, days
of week, wasather, sic. In addi
because of the judicious selectisn of cognate usage and other
devices, discussion znd conversation on a wuch broader apectrunl,

Of course, some of the more experienced sbudents tended to monenolize

$

the conversation, bub this was a coniroliable factor amnd had a
cerbain amount of utility when properly directed. The procedure

was devised to spend a half houvr or so onte & week in convergational

groups within the classroom, in each of which a more experienced
student was clarged with the respons;bility for directing the
conversation., The class also met ocutsids of the classroom fov

an hour of soffse and creissants and conmversations this particular
activity produced & relaxed and different atroophere and the
students wore pariticularly enthusiastic sbout 1t., It was decided
to make such a gathering an integral part of the course and to
mees in this wey two or three btimes & teri.

Testing

Testing for the French 20 class was one of The most challenging
and at the szeme tive most creative aspects of the experiment.
Tt wae neceassary o devise instruments which would measure
effectively both the studeni's progress and zlso his wealk spots

-

o

tion, the class wag able to understand,
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EVALUATION OF EXPERIMBNTAL CLASS (FRENCH 20) 5

For ths most part, the tssting was intended o be primarily

of the diagnostic typs so that areas of difficuliy might be
pin-pointed and subsequently remedied before additional material
was presented, The use of any English on the teste wms avoided
gince it was considered to be not only detrimental to the student
but also out~of-character, since little cr no English was used

in ¢lass d4nd neither was 1t vsed in any of the many worksheets
given to the students, Testing was of many types: oral conversation,
oral questions to which oral answers were expected, oral questicns
to which written answers were expected, diclations, short surprise
quizzes (the so-called "shotgun" cuisz), short composiiions, orel
compositions, and finally; the wove formal hour oguizzes, Kach
hour quiz was intended e rsview all previcus materigl as well

as mors recent work, The final examination was the only real

test given--in terms of a peraliy-type situztion--and even it

was 1little more than a review culs of exiended (btwo-hour) duration.
The final diqd, however, cover everything in depth,

The students considered the shotgun guizzes to be the nost
useful and efective for them; they indicated a degire for even
more than the sl four or five a week., They stated that since

- the professors did not (and should noi) collect deily homework,
the shotgune provided an incentive for regular stady which was
absolutely esgential for successfnl cémpletion of the course,

Initially, the dictation tests wers of some values but afier
the first fouw weeks of the ¢lass, they sesmed 4o have mere or
loss fulfilled their function, which was to encourage the student
to make the coimecition between esound and writien form, After
this time, the grades for dictation were, in geneval, considerably
highey thaa the student's average level of achievement., This
indicated o the professors that the dictations had bacome of
dubious importance,

The hour cuizzes were generally, according to ths students,
well-construched, informative, and challenging, The student
crivique ran the gormi from "I guess vhey weve 21l right' to the
enthusiastic remorl that “the teste were masteorpisces,t 12 out
of 21 students listed the tests as oubstanding or better. Some
students evon wenb 8o [ar as to say that they were fum to taka,
There is no pedagogical law that says a test cannot be enjoyable,
although 1% is rare that such a phentwenen occcurs., A8 & parenthesis,
there is a speat dezl of interesting experimentation and work to
be done in the area of langnage testing and the teacher who
relies on the old gtandby of English~-to~target-lenguage translatiorn
o determine what a stndent apparently knows ie doiag bimgself a
disservice; he is shutiting himself off from the truly satisfying
experience of devising imaginabtive examinations which show teacher

e S a1y e

and abudent alike Jjust how effective a given sequence of instructicmal
. material has been.




TYALOATION OF EXPERIMENTAL CIASS (FRENCH 20) 6

To develop an cubstanding testing progrom, however, the teacher
is forced to re-svsluate completely sverything he knows and
every technique he has been employing. HMany instrucvors are
unwilling to submit their wmethods to this kind of potentially
deflative sorutiny.

The true criterion of test success, in the last analysis,
is not the enterbtailyment valus of the instrument but rather
the studert's achievensnb. On the first test, this level of
achievement wag very high, as one might expect 1t to be, There
were 13 Ata (90F or shove), 8 Bts [80% and up), 10 C's {(704),

3 D'a (60%), and 3 Fis, The class median was 86%; the class
mean was 81.8 (due mainly to one excepbionally low scors of
L7%)s the standard deviation was 12.9, This Lirsh test was
given during the third wesk; it shouid have been given socned,
but problems of ovrganization, coordlnation, and the process of
just gebbing the experlmental class univracked prevented this
from occurrinz. In subsequent semesters this problem should
not arise {(in fact, the fivst test fur the second semester
French 20 clags was given during the second veek), The second
big best of the fi
t

[ %)

2%

rst, semester wee given dnring the Tourth weels
again, the resuits wers outsiandimg: 13 Afsy 1l Bl's, 7 C'y,
1D, O Ftg, The class median wes 86%, mean 85.9%, and standard
deviation only 9.8. The third test wes the cne which provided
the patiern for student achievement during the remainder of the
somester. From the third test on (uith one exception) the class
mean was aboub 75.0%, the median sboub 77.7%, and the standard
deviation sbout Ih.2. The firgl sxamination was somewhat below
the normal average, but this is perbaps to be expected because
of the attendant higher tension of 2 final examination and
becauge of the extended pericd {(two hours) of testing-- as well
as beeause of the total amcunt of waterial covered. Meaa on
the Timal was Th.T%, median was 76%, and standard deviaticn was
15,9, HNevertheless, in terms of fivml grades in the course,
there wave 5 Afs, 8 B's, 8 C's, 2 D's, and ne F's or incompleies.
For a comparison of the French 20 class with three Prench 2
classes the same memester, fes chart on the mext page.

E. The Language Ilaboratory

Tt was obwvious as of the fourth weei that the language _
1aboratory was not being used efficiently or effectively. Most %
students were willing and eager to go, bul theve was almost no

material availeble in the lab which eould be used for this class,

We were forced to use the tapes that accompany the text (De Sanzé) |
and these wore ab best only adequate. The professors had absolutely e
no ime to prepave aporopriate tapes themzelves, :

There were other problems connecied with the lab, however,
which would have limited the effectiveness of tapes and other
aids no mobler how good they might have been, especially the

b problem of when it was open.
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IABLE A

- COMPARISON OF EXPERIMEWTAL CLASS FRENCH 20 WITH THREE COTUER CLASSES

(FRENCH 2) AT END OF FALL €7 SEMESTER

T e S Y el

Number originally » , )

in ¢lasg L5 38 38 il

Number ab end o3 1 2§ 28 29

_% drop=cub U2 . G 28,54 26 5% 3%

Grade A and approge -

% of elass g (21480 1L &%) 1 (3.68) | B (13.88)

Grade B and appyoi. ) . .

% _of class 8 (3heoB) % (368) | 3 (37.98)] 13 (37.3%)

Grade © and appPox. , ‘

% of elass - & (30N a1 (f) | 12 (h2.8Rs I (WB.3R)

Grade D and apprew.

% of class 2 {8,801 6 (24f) 7 (25%) 0 X

Grade ¥ and apprOR. frn? o

% of elaes 0 2 (&%) 3 (10783 § ©

Grade of INCOMPLERE o 1 ) 0 0

Class Average (Final

Gxﬁﬁas in G@mrsaii

ALk, B3, C2,D '
2 ¢ 2 . , o

P 03 INC nob fnciuded] 2.7 1.8 1.8 2o0%%

- _

# Phiz figure jnsludes Q reclassiliveblons %o Frensh 1 for reascns
digoussed under Ttem IIT AZy & modified drop~oul rais includlng
these as remaining in French would be only 22.56. French 20
yreclassification was pexmitied up through the Sth week « the
semagter; normally reclassification iz permitted through about
the third week onlys

s% (Olagses in French 2 were of Qifferernt ingtructionsal approaches.

Clase C wae tanght in an alnost identical fashion to the French
20, bub of course with only one tsacher; classes A and B wers

more conventilonelly oriented.

e o e P R S T R M ST 1
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EVALUATION OF EXPERIMENTAL CLASS (FRINCH 20) . | 7

Durizg the first two weeks or se-~by far the most important

period for a beginning languysge class--the gcheduling of

available lab hours was a topsy-turvy mess. This was not the

Pault of the chairman of the Foreign Language Department v .o

has this job of scheduling among many other Jobs, bub rather .
. of an apparent plethora of problems revolving around the processing

V. and hiring ef student techniclians to handle the lab, Since, as

has been mentioned, the everwhelmingly greéater effectiveness |

of the 1ab is to be found during the first few weeks of a |

semester ard especlally during the first two, to permit purely :

bureaveratic ccnsiderstions to frustrate the instructional

officiancy 18 inexcusable. There is another factor as well .

which helped {- limit 1ab offactiveness and that factor is the -

obselescence and antiquity of the lab at LACC. Not. only does b

the equipment censistently operate at 2 sube-par mechanical level,

but the activities which can be performed thare ars highly

inefficient for assisting the sbudent to acquire the skills | P

vhich are dosirable. In the casa of French 20, the failure of B

the lab and lab werk to perform the necessary functions of drill .

and repetition forced the professars te assume this burden—a

fact which cevtainly reduced their total effectiveness.

A s AR S st o e

i A NSNS T Sl e s

P. Student Evaluatica of the Course

The Guide for Evaluation of Course by Student, which was
wentionad carlier under Item IIC, iz too long to digeuss in
full now. Anyome wishing a copy of it may have one by asking
either the professers or the Department Chalrman, Mr. Carlos
Whitney-Morriscn, for it. What follows here will be a very
brief summery of somo of the fimdings and tallies,

. Sixteen oub ef 23 students indicated that they had reached
the point where they could very satisfactorily undergtand basie
apoken French; four of those who indicated only ax average
.comprehkension said thab pressurs of oubside work or studies or
personal prebléas were the factors responsible for theizr not
atteirdng o higher level of comprehension. They added that
" they conld net feult the method of learhing the language, however,
‘which they thought was an excellont one. Uikewlse, 16 students
wore sure that if they hed teo rely onm Fretch to get along. somewher?
. in the world, they could do it with more than modarate confidonce.
‘A1% but ens ef the sbtudents stated thay they felt they had e
geod baesic a0l for the langhage so that they might build ox it
and zehiave proficiensy. As an added bonus, four shuderts .
claimed that thej were ewitching their major to Fienhch. Naturally,
one of the most axacting procfs for the success of the class
#will be tho students' perfsrmance in suvbsequent Frenck classes.
Tt ip obwicusly too sarly to Judge now whether or not the French
20 students ere performing satisfactorily in Franck 3, although
the impressiecn received from the studenis and the teachers of the
advanced claases indicates that ne serious preblems are being encountered. ¢
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EVALUATION OF EXPERTMENTAL CLASS (PRENCH 20) | 8 |

Since most of the students neod 12 units of lunguage anyway, :
1t 1s perhaps irrelevant to mention that all but three or 1
feur have contimued with French 3. .

" Eleven students were in favor of the usual process of
a) presenting new cencepts orally in Fremch, b) practicing i
‘them orally in class in subssquent meetings, and c) using 5
written workshests and exercises to drill them inj nine students ]
were substantially in favor ef this process but offerad additional g
suggastions &8s wells one student didn't like this way of handling
thinge and suggested writing everything down first before working '
with it erally; this student also stated a preference for the
eourse to be taught in English. The sSuggestions offered by the
aine students mentiened above incinded ¢oms provosative enes, :
Anyons wishing te leok thess over is welcone to do sej it is 1
- eminently worthwhils to see what the student feels will werk . ]
with hinm, This is & facet of edueatien which teachers almost ﬁ
universally overlosk, and eue which could de mere te upgrade
instructional techiriques and content than any ether. It should ;
be mads clear hare that student cemuents and suggestions were i
made ,t‘gr aost ef the items on the Guide. All are available for i
ps:usal, . - - {

. Balf ef the students indicated that “here was more work in
the cless them they h&d really expected, even though both - - 8
profeesors had stressed that preparation time outsmide of class i
would be about thres or four hours each day. Students, however,
as any teacher is well-aware, tend to be ovar-optimistic concarning 3
their ability te handld study and lead responeibilities; this 3
idealism is refreshimg bub the farther it verges from reality, B
the mors of a burdwn it pute on the student. | ‘

 The 1ast item on the Evaluation Guide was the big question:
1t asked the student to suggest.how the class could be made more
suceessful snd it alse réquested that he indicabe thoss things.
experienced during the sgmestor that he liked. There wore many
suggestions to lmpreve the class, most of which had beem incorporated
in previous ghestioms; thd professeis have taken cognizance ef 3
4 ther and ars attempbing to put workable enes inte practice this
: semester. It caunot be stiessed too strongly here that the majerity
4 of tuggesticus ware thoughdfil enss based en an honest and analytical
evaluatieon of the ethdent's eiperience. There 1s nt. :doubt that 5
if some of these suggestidns ars implemented, it will moke for e
improvemenmt in the course,  Somsthing that will contribute even :
E mors than these guggestions to the efficacy of the imstructiomal 4

3 spproach hewever, beeause of the essentially normal psyshelegy

3 of the professors, i# the appreciation expressed by almest all ef

| the students feor the great amount of interesty exira work, ard
proparatien o the part of the teachers. | S
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4 The pra?as-awﬁ pan be forgiven 1f they quote & few of these 2
: shudent remarks hwee, heeasse ny wmabier whaly anyene says,; iv ]
3 iz the glew genersied by the fast that others are aware of thelr
? Eferbe that makes teachsrs centinue toe give wore than 1s normally
i neceszary of thelr snerzy end creslive imaginebion. 3
1 A1 want very mmok Lo &a% that I loved the e¢lass and am
: prebobly mere enthurisstlie tham sthers bsvanse Iﬁya taken twe
L gthey Lnn@wﬂ@@ wader bhe ghandascd qum’"%@ teaching mebthods snd
7 1 know hew zuch bebier I have progresssd in French in only 20 i
3 wa@ksg a3 wap%”&d Yo 4O for ene and 160 for the oiher. I fesl 1
very happy Ebawh this class and 1 2w looking forward te French 3
: and 8 for T feszl T have 3 veyy goeod start, Thank pou beth fer
E rour $ing aflorhs.”
4 "Beth beasharg im the couwrse wers umusually creative and §
§ iwterestling in b &ﬁs BpLT0s.sh %@ theo sublech. Bobh worked vary,
4 vevy‘hmﬁl ve #inesvely kelp we ia emy way they eeuld. Amd 1t ie
i wrarndl Yo find Ysecheore whe weleong cr&t jelon froa stvedeats. Thenlt
3 you faor all your help and pailesce.®
k2 .
e Y1 have enjeyed this elass ever though 1t was demending st :
g times. Hesever, ab ﬂ%hﬁ” timeo the elass was quibe exelting. I
; fasl the courng was o good suparience and Wiwh @3@?@ 7ere meYve
4 conrses avsdlsble. I vk vhis was ome cosrse I will alweys
: renomber.”
2
1 - "L would iike o sommend both professors fer their enthusiasa™
e and ezesllext prepsratien. That was pert of the reason that mosy
4 studends recponded #o wello T8 ¥ could teks 2 similsr sourse in
ghher sibincte I weuldn't heoitale 2 sscend,”
J 0% think the gensopd ef Frengla Twendy is & veal winner i
. aondenic tralnd nga Ay sness Yo siimingte thnt gap of igneruace
3 during bae ehc%rw ¢l seusstors, T4 alsoe reduces the insflicloncy
L ir covering dhe material. On & wors porsenal Rete it hes been a
. rare snd vorderful ezpoviernces 2 be teught by bwo mnstrw@ﬁ@r@ whe
want to teash Lifiy mlwwtes regaydless of thse gbatacles,
4 ®ifc. Farrar sngd Madome Wilsenm I 1like bebi &8 pseple and as
4 t@uchars¢ f kepe this progrem iz coentinusd at FACT and soor becumas
L the matlonal ﬁ%&&pbw& way of lmarmlng he first twe years of &
i languaga. &nd the re’l qmeﬂni@ﬁmu 1f I had £0 é@ At oVeDPa. o IRS{T i

“The scurse as & whsle was the most vaique e'y@fie%ee in a
glassroon situedisn L've ever ha d The work lead in the closs was
move than I hed expsotoed, bub the stramge thing aboub it all was
that ¥ didn¥t rosent the werk. I enjoyed the couwrse se muck that

x 1 aven onjeyed the ‘epouy’ ef 1% all,
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. EVAL . "ON OF EXPERIMENTAL CLASS (FRENCH 20) 10

The etudents provided the right atmosphere of competition, the
prefessors im the team teaching method provided variety of
presentation amnd varisty in the materiel, The basic principles
of the ceurse, te bring acroess an understanding of basic spoken
Franck through eral converaation followed by written practice
was what appeal’yd te me mest in ths course. I had found that
this was the bast way for me to study a foreign language and
this course had certainly helped me +to learm, ana to be able te
get along in Frersh. I do hope that this course is continuad,
furthermore I hopa that similar eourses ars develeped on the
nigher level. Thasmks te¢ the instructors for their hard work,
now I cam centimus further studies in Fromch."

* % ok k. ok Kk ok ok ok kB ok o K Kk ok ok ok ok kR Kk ¥k

ADDENDUM

One of the professors of the French 20 course, Mr. Farrar, has a5
part of his program during the Spring 1968 semester at IACC a French
1l course., Since the submission of the foregoing manuscrlipt for e
typing, it has been possible for him to make scme dlrect comparisons
between the French 20 class and hils Fraench 1 class in terms of test
achlevement. Three tests glven to the experimental group have also
been glven to his French 1l class. The teaching approach 1s the sams.
The main differences lie in the facts that the French 1 class 1s al=-
most twlce the size of the French 20, that 1t comes at 1:00 po.m. in
the afternoon, and that in terms of previous French experienge, it
1s conpletely heterogenecus. UNevertheless, some significant dif-
ferences have emerged which are aoted in Table II below.

TABLE II
COMPARISON OF PERFORMANCES ON SAME TEST INSTRUMENT BY FRENCH 20
AND FRENCH 1 CLASSES DURING SPRING 1968 .

| Possible Mean Avg. Median Range of Standerd
Exam Class Number Points TFrrors %  drrors Errorg Dev,

#1 ¥20 18 100 %16.6 83.4 8.5 - 93 2302
_Fri_ 31 300 . 35.7 64,5 32,8 93 217
#2  F20 20 139 *3L3 77,0 210 99 27,1
o Frl 32339 397 715 38,5 99,5  23h
# F20 16 186  *hok 76,0 37.0 87 26,8

Frl . .29 120, 62.7 630 _55.5 118  _ 60.7 _

* On each of the three tests there was one student in the French 20
group who had a percentage of O or almost O3 exeluding this student
from the statistics, the F20 mean would be 1i.6, 22.1, 34%.2, respec-
tively. Other stats would also be significantly higher, especially
the standard deviatiocn: 1l.2, 18.0, 23.5, raspectively.

‘u‘*iﬂ’h’ux;m,r,g‘,,,,,‘ i i i




